UNPUBL | SHED

UNI TED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE FOURTH CI RCU T

No. 95-7554

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Plaintiff

Ver sus

CLARENCE BRI TT,
Cl ai mant

and

$1, 014, 509 IN UNITED STATES CURRENCY;
$2,279.97 IN VARIOUS UNI TED STATES CURRENCY
AND CO N; ONE PARCEL OF PROPERTY, | ocated at
2307 Arnstead Avenue; ONE PARCEL OF PROPERTY,
| ocated at 450 Algonquin Road, Hanpton,
Virginia;, ONE PARCEL OF PROPERTY, |ocated at
10 Waterview Point, Hanpton, Virginia, ONE
PARCEL OF PROPERTY, |ocated at 115 Bowen
Drive, Hanpton, Virginia;, ONE PARCEL OF PROP-
ERTY, 1123 41st Street, Newport news, Virgin-
I a; ONE PARCEL OF PROPERTY, 1105 Faubus Dri ve,
Newport News, Virginia; ONE PARCEL OF PROP-
ERTY, 1115 32nd Street, Newport News, Virgin-
i a; ONE PARCEL OF PROPERTY, 1212 31st Street,
Newport News, Virginia; LANGLEY FEDERAL CREDI T
UNI ON BANK ACCOUNT NO. 99678; FIRST VIRG NI A
BANK OF Tl DEWATER ACCOUNT NO. 55405894; NAVAL
Al R FEDERAL CREDI T UNI ON ACCOUNT NO. 493573;
SI GNET BANK, Account No. 0028873081; SIGNET
BANK, Account No. 7540514416; SIGNET BANK,
Account No. 0030495055; SI GNET BANK, Account
No. 0028867059; SIGNET BANK, Account No.
7261362755; SI GNET BANK, Account No.
003049436; EIGHT PROM SSORY NOTES FOR
$50, 000. 00 EACH;

- Appel | ee,

- Appel | ant,

Def endant s,






MARYLAND EVERETT BRI TT; SI GNET BANK/ VI RG NI A,

Cl ai mant s.

Appeal from the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Virginia, at Newport News. Robert G Doumar, Seni or
District Judge. (CA-90-350-4, CA-90-351-4, CA-90-373-4)

Submitted: May 16, 1996 Deci ded: May 29, 1996

Bef ore RUSSELL, LUTTIG and WLLIAMS, Circuit Judges.

Di sm ssed by unpublished per curiam opinion.

Clarence Britt, Appellant Pro Se. Mar k Ant hony Exley, Kent
Pendl eton Porter, OFFICE OF THE UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY, Norf ool k,
Virginia, for Appellee.

Unpubl i shed opinions are not binding precedent in this circuit.
See Local Rule 36(c).



PER CURI AM

Appel | ant appeals fromthe district court's order denying his
28 U.S.C. 8 2255 (1988) notion. W have reviewed the record and t he
district court's opinionandfindnoreversibleerror. Accordingly,
we deny a certificate of appealability and di sm ss on the reasoni ng

of the district court. United States v. Britt, No. CA-90-350-4; CA-

90-351-4; CA-90-373-4 (E.D. Va. Sept. 12, 1995). W dispense with
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the materials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.

DI SM SSED



